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09 This action is FINAL 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qu^§35 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3_ month(s) or thirty days whichever is 

longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period fo res^ 

3? CFR !TV36(a e ) COme aband ° neCl ^ ^ § ^ « m * ^ be ° btained ^^^X^!!!^ 



Disposition of Claim 

El Claim(s) 1-21. 25. and 27 



Of the above, claim(s), 
□ Claim(s) 



GS Claim(s) 1-21. 25. and 27 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claims 



is/are pending in the applicat 

is/are withdrawn from consideration 

_ is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



. are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is / a re objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on _ is □ approved Disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All GPome* [R]one of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 3 7 CFR 1 . 1 26 which requires the 
original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When claims are 
canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims are presented, they 
must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next following the highest numbered 
claims previously presented (whether entered or not). Earlier presented claims 22-24 and 26 were 
restricted and were canceled by the applicants as indicated in paper #9. Therefore the number 
next following the highest numbered claims previously presented is 27. 
Accordingly, misnumbered claim 26 has been renumbered as 27. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 6-13, 16-18, 21 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the Mastering Microsoft Office 97 (Office 97). Rationales for the rejection continue to be as 
set forth in the past Office action. 

3. Amended claims 1-5, 14-15, 19-20 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the Mastering Microsoft Office 97 (Office 97). Rationales for the rejection set 
forth in the last Office action are incorporated into the following remarks. 
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- As for amended claims 1, 13-15: The My-Document is installed under Office 97 and is 
applications independent. Since the My-Document is application independent file operation 
dialog box under My-Document is also applications independent. 

- As for amendment claim 19: The Document menu option links to the My-Document 
folder which contains 15 most recently used files and/or folders (Figs 6.2 and 10.3; page 238: set 
"NOTE"). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication ir 
this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claim 2^ is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by the Microsoft 
Office 97. 

- As for claim 2\. In a computer system having an operating system, Microsoft Office 97 
discloses a method comprising providing default document folder call My-Document. My 
Document folder is for use by two or more application and is defined within the operating system 
(page 6), independent from the applications. A My-Document icon is displayed during file 
operation related to the applications (page 238). 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 8/22/00 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive 
As for claim 1 : In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, displaying the My-Document icon on a primary screen would provide 
easy access to the icon. In response to applicant's argument that there is no need to display 
the My Document icon on the primary screen since the My-Computer icon already there, the fact 
that applicant has recognized another advantage which would flow naturally from following the 
suggestion of the prior art cannot be the basis for patentability when the differences would 
otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

As for claims 6, 15,16: The My-Document default folder is application independent, and is 
defined within the computer operating system. 

As for claim 13,14: My-Document is a default folder for all Word, Excel, Powerpoint, 
Outlook, and also capable for Access, the folder is installed with Office 97. 
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As for claims 17,18: The My-Document is installed under Office 97 and is applications 
independent. Since the My-Document is application independent file operation dialog box under 
My-Document is also applications independent. 

As for claims 12,25: A Save As dialog box is provided for re-directing the file to a 
specified folder or file type. The Save As dialog will not be displayed if a file have already named 
and saved (page 239), which implies that the determining steps are implicitly included when the 
file is saved. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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inquires 

W^WnSTS'? ^^^f™* 1 Commmioner of Patents and 1 rade*^" ~ 
Washington, D.C. 2023 1, If applicant Hemes to fax a response, (703) 308-9051 may be used for 

Request tor Continuation (Rule 60 or 62) cannot be faxed 

Please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT" for informal facsimile communications. For after 
linal respoiises, please label " AFTER FINAL" or "EXPEDITED PROCEDURE" on the 
document 

l land-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II 2121 Crystal Drive 
Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). - * 

Any Miquiry concerning this eoitmiraeation or earlier commun.eauons from the examiner 
shouW be directed to Huynh-Ba whose telephone number is (703) 305-9794, The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8.00AM to 4,30PM. 

xa ~u If ^ emptS ? rCaCh examiner b y telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor 
Matthew Kim, can be reached on (703) 305-3821 . 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file PTO 
employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a possibility that sensitive 
information could be identified or 'exchanged unless the record includes a properly signed express 
waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the 
Interim Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark on 
February 25, 1997 at 1 195 OG 89. 

u u ^. inquiry of a 8 eneral nature or bating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3800. 



Huynh-Ba 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2773 
2/12/99 



